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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the application filed on 24 May 2001 . Claims 1-23 are 
pending. Claims 1-23 are directed to a method for a "Server Program Interface to 
Service Logic Execution Environment." 

Specification 

2 The disclosure at line 10, page 7 states: " The service wrapper can include a 
service interface for publishing an interface to the service wrapper ." This sentence 
requires clarification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. §112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more clainns particularly pointing out and distinctly clainning the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. The claimed limitation of " the service wrapper further 
comprising a service interface for publishing an interface to said service wrapper" is 
vague and unclear. However, to expedite a complete examination of the instant 
application claim 4 is understood as " the service wrapper further comprising a service 
interface for publishing an interface to said lESC" . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 102: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless- 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-4, 6-11, 13-23 directed to an advanced intelligent network, method and 
software are reiected under 35 USC 102(e) as being clearly anticipated by Lee et al. 
(US 6,480,890). 

Lee teaches a web interface to a service creation environment which includes a 
service logic parser adapted to receive a service logic description from the service 
creation environment, parse the service logic description and generate a web browser 
readable service data file. (See abstract) 
Claim 1: 

Referring to claim 1 , Lee teaches an advanced intelligent network comprising: (See Fig. 1 ) 
a service logic execution environment (SLEE), said SLEE comprising an event 

handier for routing messages between and among client components and service 

components; (See col. 1 , lines 49-59). 

at least one service component configured to post and receive messages to and 

from other service components in said SLEE through said event handler; and (See col. 

1, lines 49-52). 
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at least one Internet enabled service component (I ESC) executing in said SLEE, 
said I ESC configured to post and receive messages to and from other service 
components in said SLEE through said event handler, said lESC communicatively 
linked to a server side program external to said SLEE. (See col. 3, lines 19-27). 
Claim 2: 

Referring to claim 2, Lee teaches a telephony environment having a service logic 
execution environment (SLEE), an Internet enabled service component (lESC) for use 
with the SLEE, said lESC comprising: (See Fig. 1 and Fig. 2). 

at least one client service instance, each said client service instance 
corresponding to an Internet service application; and (See col. 4, lines 39-44). 

a service wrapper, said service wrapper providing a common interface to said at 
least one client service instance for routing events between the SLEE and said at least 
one client service instance. (See col. 4, lines 44-54). 
Claim 3: 

Referring to claim 3, Lee teaches the lESC of claim 2, said service wrapper 
further comprising a deployment descriptor for providing configuration information to the 
SLEE. (See col. 4, lines 59-63). 
Claim 4: 

Referring to claim 4, Lee teaches the I ESC of claim 2, said service wrapper 
further comprising a service interface for publishing an interface to said service wrapper. 
(See col. 4, lines 39-54). 
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Claim 6: 

Referring to claim 6, Lee teaches the lESC of claim 2, said at least one client 
service instance further comprising a content interface for publishing an interface to said 
client service instance. (See col. 5, lines 58-61 ). 
Claim 7: 

Referring to claim 6, Lee teaches the lESC of claim 2, wherein said lESC 
interacts with other generic service components, external applications, service 
components, or protocol stacks. (See Fig.1 (10, 14) and Fig. 2 (23, 21, 24, 50, 22). 
(See col. 3, lines 17-27 and col. 2, lines 39-45). 
Claim 11: 

Referring to claim 1 1 , Lee teaches the method of claim 10, further comprising: 
posting a second event to the SLEE responsive to said interaction between said client 
service instance and said Internet service application, said second event corresponding 
to said interaction. (See Fig. 3 (83) event 1 -> time; event 2 -> destination). 
Claim 13: 

Referring to claim 13, Lee teaches the method of claim 8, wherein said first event 
is from a generic service component. (See col. 5, lines 41-43). 
Claims 8-10 and 14-23 

These claims do not teach or define any significantly new limitations above and 
beyond claims 1-4, 6-11 and 13 to warrant particular treatment, and therefore, are 
rejected for similar reasons. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lee Jr. et al. (US '890) in view of Tschirhart et al. (US 6,178,438.) 

Lee Jr. teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a web 
interface to a service creation environment which includes a service logic parser 
adapted to receive a service logic description from the service creation environment, 
parse the service logic description and generate a web browser readable service data 
file. (See abstract). 
Claim 5 and 12: 

Referring to claim 5, it recites the I ESC of claim 2, said service wrapper further 
comprising a protocol stack for managing communications in the telephony 
environment. 

Lee Jr. teaches a service wrapper at col. 4, lines 44-54. Lee Jr. does explicitly 
suggest a protocol stack for managing communications in the telephony environment. 
However, Tschirhart teaches such a protocol. (See Fig. 3 and col. 3, lines 41-50). 

Hence, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention for an artisan of 
ordinary skill in the art to use the service wrapper taught by Lee Jr. with a protocol stack 
in a telephony environment as disclosed by Tschirhart. 
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This system can be tailored to a proprietary protocol or an open protocol for that 
matter. Thus, claim 5 is rejected. 

Claim 12 recites the same limitation is therefore rejected for the same reason. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

- Whitehead et al. (U.S. 6,085,030) teaches "Network Component Server." 

- Yagel et al. (U.S. 6,324,275) teaches "System and Method for Total 
Telecommunications Service Commisioning." 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Emmanuel Coffy whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
0325. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 5:00 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (703) 308-7562. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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